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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to Application No. 10/532952 filed on 
4/27/2005. The amendment presented on 4/24/2009, which amends claims 1, 4-8 and 
11-14, is hereby acknowledged. Claims 1-14 have been examined. 

Claim Objections 

2. The amendment presented on 4/24/2009 providing change to the claims is noted. 
All prior objections to the claims are hereby withdrawn. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-14 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. The amendment presented on 4/24/2009 amending claims 13 and 14 obviates 
the outstanding 35 USC 101 rejections, and they are hereby withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shibata (U.S. Pub. No. 2003/0107771 A1) in view of Kojima et al. (hereinafter 
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Kojima)(U.S. Patent No. 6,807,388 B1), and further in view ofMiura etal. (hereinafter 
Miura)(U.S. Pub. No. 2003/0154395). 

Regarding claims 1 and 4, Shibata teaches as follows: 

an output information management system including an information storage 
medium for a user, an output device which outputs information onto media (MFP, 1 in 
fig 1, refers an image processing apparatus, see, e.g., page 1, paragraph [0025]), and a 
server (PC 2 in figure 1 , see, e.g., page 2, paragraph [0026]) communicably connected 
to the output device through a communication network, 

the output device (MFP 1 in figure 1 and 2) having a reading unit (input unit 106 
in figure 2, see, e.g., page 2, paragraph [0029]-[0030]) which reads the unique 
information from the information storage medium and a unit (communication unit 107 in 
figure 2, see, e.g., page 2, paragraph [0035]) which transmits information to be 
outputted onto media to the server in association with the unique information read by 
the reading unit (the input unit receives user's personal ID, see, e.g., page 2, paragraph 
[0042] and the communication unit transmits image data with user ID to the PC, see, 
e.g., page 3, paragraph [0046], see, e.g., steps 101 and 1 1 1 in figure 4); and 

the server (PC 2 in figure 3) having a database (storage unit 207 in figure 3, see, 
e.g., page 2, paragraph [0037]) for storing the information received from the output 
device in association with the unique information (the image data emended user ID 
(see, e.g., page 2, paragraph [0045] and step 109 in figure 4) received from MFP are 
automatically stored in the storage unit, see, e.g., page 3, paragraph [0049]). 
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Shibata does not teach the information storage medium having a memory on 
which unique information is stored. 
Kojima teaches as follows: 

the secrecy management circuit (68 in figure 1 ) reads the content of the IC card 
and stores the secrecy management level registered in the IC card such as the permit 
level, the group ID, and the individual ID together with the user ID (see, e.g., col. 17, 
lines 1-4). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Shibata with Kojima to include IC card stored the individual user ID 
as taught by Kojima in order to automatically give different usage right for each user 
based on predetermined secrecy management level. 

Shibata in view of Kojima do not teach of a server separated with the output 
device storing the unique information and the device identification information, even 
after the output device outputs information onto media. 

Miura teaches as follows: 

a server separated with the output device (a server apparatus, client 
apparatuses, and a printing apparatus are connected by a network, each client 
apparatus deletes image data for printing received from the server apparatus after 
completion of print in the printing apparatus. The server apparatus manages print 
history information based on the print in the printing apparatus. The server apparatus 
manages print history information based on the print in the printing apparatus. When 
there is a request for reprinting from the client apparatus to the server apparatus, the 
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server apparatus enables only the user (authorized person) in authority who can access 
the server apparatus to execute the operation regarding the reprint. Particularly, the 
server apparatus holds the print data included in the print history information, thereby 
enabling the authorized person in authority to easily reprint (see, e.g., page 1 , 
paragraph [0021]); 

storing the unique information and the device identification information (the print 
history information is stored into the history information storing unit, see, e.g., page 3, 
paragraph [0037]); 

a server apparatus has a network communication control unit, a print information 
analysis unit, a slip template storing unit, an image forming unit, a data storing unit, a 
history information storing unit, a history information analysis unit, and a database (see, 
e.g., page 1, paragraph [0022]); and 

identification information of the client apparatus which executed the print 
(equivalent to applicant's identification information of the output device) based on the 
image data for printing and ID information of the operator (equivalent to applicant's 
unique information) who executed the print based on the image data for printing (see, 
e.g., page 2, paragraph [0028] and figure 2). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Miura with Shibata in view of Kojima to include a separate server 
apparatus storing the print history as taught by Miura in order to efficiently reprint from 
the history information storing unit. 



Application/Control Number: 10/532,952 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2454 

Regarding claim 2, Shibata teaches as follows: 

a database (storage unit 108 in figure 2) in which output prohibited information 
which is prohibited to be outputted by the output device or output permitted information 
which is permitted to be outputted by the output device is registered (user information 
stored in the storage unit and the user IDs of the users permitted to implement printing 
of the image data are read from the user information, see, e.g., page 3, paragraph 
[0060]); 

a matching unit which matches information received from the output device with 
the information registered in the database (matching the user information from MFP with 
a user inputs the printing commend in the PC, see, e.g., step 209 in figure 5 and page 
3, paragraph [0053]); and 

a matching unit which transmits alarm information to the output device or an 
information processing terminal for an administrator (displaying user ID error message, 
see, e.g., page 3, paragraph [0052]) or stops the output if the matching unit determines 
as the result of the matching that information matches the output prohibited information 
or does not match the output permitted information (by embedding printing prohibition 
information in place of the user's ID a printing operation by all users can be prohibited, 
see, e.g., page 3, paragraph [0054]). 

Shibata does not teach a server database stored output prohibited or permitted 
information instead of the storage unit in the output device (MFP). 

Kojima teaches the secrecy management information stored on the PC (1 in 
figure 1) to accommodate to the updating of the managed information, the limitation of 
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allowing to display or to print for a person who accesses to the data in speedy (see, 
e.g., col. 16, lines 22-29). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Shibata in view of Miura to include a server database storing the 
secrecy management information as taught by Kojima in order to manage multiple 
output devices together with one dedicated PC or server. 

Regarding claims 3 and 9, Shibata teaches as follows: 

a database (storage unit 108 in figure 2) in which output prohibited information 
which is prohibited to be outputted by the output device or output permitted information 
which is permitted to be outputted by the output device is registered (user information 
stored in the storage unit and the user IDs of the users permitted to implement printing 
of the image data are read from the user information, see, e.g., page 3, paragraph 
[0060]); and 

a matching unit which matches information received from the output device with 
the information registered in the database (matching the user information from MFP with 
a user inputs the printing commend in the PC, see, e.g., step 209 in figure 5 and page 
3, paragraph [0053]). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include the output device ID stored in the database when multiple output 
devices are managed by one server or PC. 
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Regarding claims 5 and 10, it would be obvious to separate the read unit from 
the output device as an information processing terminal as claimed. Therefore they are 
rejected with same reason as presented above per claim 1 . 

Regarding claims 6, 12 and 14, they are rejected with same reason as presented 
above per claims 2 and 5. 

Regarding claim 7, Shibata teaches as follows: 

an output information database in which the ID information received from the 
information processing terminal and output information in association with each other 
(user information stored in the storage unit and the user IDs of the users permitted to 
implement printing of the image data are read from the user information, see, e.g., page 
3, paragraph [0060]); and 

a unit which stores the ID information received from the information processing 
terminal in association with output information that does not match the output prohibited 
information or output information that matches the output permitted information as the 
result of the matching by the matching unit (matching the user information from MFP 
with a user inputs the printing commend in the PC, see, e.g., step 209 in figure 5 and 
page 3, paragraph [0053]). 

Regarding claims 8, 1 1 and 13, they are rejected for similar reason as presented 
above per claims 1 and 2. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JEONG S. PARK whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1597. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:00 - 3:30 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Flynn can be reached on 571-272-1915. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/J. S. P.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2454 
August 3, 2009 

/N. J. F.l 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2454 

/Nathan J. Flynn/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2454 



